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The pages from KJ 4-1 aul seat me (are the nuiiifeera official or are 
they yours# necessarily but arbitrarily designated? } are quite important ia 
several, reapecta &hi strongly reinforce skat in many cases 1 te d learned from 
other files and sources. I shall comaent by page rather than task® an effort to 
organise. Some of t:.is, 1 believe# can be quite important in my suit end is 
corroborative of wnst 1 laready hove for this purpose* 

What follows deals with pages 5-11, 14-16# lflf-28. 1 have made a few 
entrants on those earlier pages you sent. If it is not asking ton much, I’d vary 
much appreciate an ectua 1-size set of whet you have from this file because the 
reduced size is too smell for two purposes! reproduction and court* Be we know 
the extent of the entire file? If not greet# 1 believe it would bbe worthwhile 
getting the balance. 

In general, this file, or these parts of it# are the steamroller- 
whitewash double play against the Commission members by at least Rankin and 
possibly other members of the staff* The C«ami ssioners hail to be indoctrinated 
end swung. This file reveals the technique and specifics. To a degree, as Paul 
may remember, i have already gone into this in shot I have written tentatively 
titled "2:183533% projected as half of JMJSfn* iSslLD but possibly to be separated 
inton* separate work, whether you agree with this or not, 1 do ask you to con-: 
aider whether it had these effects, after Thick, if you disagree, you may better 
decide for yourselves whether it was se designed* 

Pago 5 is one of the many early indi cotions Rankin expected a cut-snd- 
dried rapid conclusion to a prefabricated Report, fie was so confident of this ha 
was cleaning up before h® began. However, I think certain parts of this can have 
significance in court: 

He believed the Com ission end Its work would be scrutinized carefully 
(he omitted literary examination, strangely) • This required the Commission to 
leave "as complete a record »s possible of the work of the Commission", which I 
interpret ae intent that ell its records be freely available except where other- 
wise and for compelling reason specified. And if these "accounts 1 ' were prepared, 
we should read them. I’d prefer not to make th: request myself. If -aul doesn’t 
seat to. I’ll nominate Bud. The analysis of the staff werk might be entertaining. 

Item 5, "evaluation of the work of the mess'd a *i»n% end of the subdivisions, 

"h. validity of the findings”, gave th# staff members a chance to record disagree- 
ments, whi-'B some did feel. 

P^gc 6 supports a major thrust of th# executive sea-inn*, who members 
were per-usded by Rankin rending th© summaries was s substitute f**r reeding the 
depositions, and there was a major pressure and effort t- get those gu^erias 
completed. weed a point out that the summarlea can be useful only If one is 
not leaking for any disagreement, for nothing but a pony? 

Despite the suggestion below that all the testimony would be printed, 
i assure you that this wee never the Cotas-leslon intention Neither Rsnwin or ornate tb) 
*hus there may be added significance in the suggestion the summaries might be 
printed. This, 1 believe, was a Rankin substitute for publishing the testimony 
and «athi bite, Ho teaediat® preparation of summaries of testimony hoard by any 
members is not necessarily contradictory to this possibility. They could readily 
be prepared at any time. 

I recall, nothing like what the second par? graph prescribes from jay 
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* +*ie eh. file bat that «ss an long &&** tbis ahouldnot b., 

reading of the Sedlieh m , ^ H 3T)eo lsl file for thase things. 

SU-U- 

., n hfln tQa7 aad hardly begun, Renkln*s major con- 

Note than on rpril 7 » hen J ,. ne „ <t _ te( j m7 doubt sboutarshat 
earn already wes the drafting of the ' my ~ ree8 ii from PM. This never 

he would see to it that trie report *aj * t as intended justification of what be 
varied, lie needed no Investigation ex. , "as we near 

bad already decided the f f f pST If «£. m«, ^ still did 

*»« ®o of '“ r “t 1 ®”!;?*” , »i , 4fsn«nr =i »U. 

not plan, among otaer things, any cw -r-ueeus. 

u * . „leeuB««d is in JUDT0«AHI1C -HITKWASB, 

*»*& i.'ss i ?m r4i*iUS i »* «« «. 

- «• »* 

, c s number of the following pages do 

«* *&&£ Ti£'^y 

question. ^y recollection is , far e« the files 1 went over feithfully 

not the original intention, at b* ea and may have been disguised 

reflect the original intention, it- nay u« 

SO tbs members could be persuaded. 

Page 14, Despite ^ 

lawyers usually do is okay-spea^ «o g there is but a single aide, I 

When there is another **? **•*• proceeding, not like a 

question it only because this we. a dusai j singla aide is to be argued. 
Dottgrasaicnei be«ring, where it ?L" #8t to me end A haw# it more fully 

Item 3 is aometaing of f your attention (but like 
from other sources. One great for tariou/reasons I do not went bruited 

the rest of my observations »«d °pinioi ^ 1 completely snds the independence 

about) ts_the role in tbie^ceet. le e^carned. It with this 

of the FBI innofer es » ”• _• _ er ^ c f the Commission (ee, 1 also 

tootion, i b8ll '”> ?bl.» «r». .1» »c=«pU*.d). 

believe, its acting ^ siffitilficancea 

If I am correct, this Ur,vc ^ r>ns M ®^‘” . elan more skimp? than another version 
The attached letter to Hoover ia ela o more s^x ^ ls ncwr 

1 have. But now fseciaating ««*;* 2riS«« U tbs table of contents 
described in the testimony (Marine s), * , ^ aeTe aussisn characters 

of the exhibits (except as s book in -uaaia i, in cryptography, was not 

cut out. One of my colleagues, a th nay. been a kind of grill 

able to reach any final conciuei* cm. ■ r J : iaTestige tion of this. 1 know of no 
code (and I believe there wee » llo ^thi® suspicion) that it mey have been 

work ( 1 the’ cut-out letters themselves were sent someone, 

a message tn®t was sent, r^e-T* 

-« . ha to desired the Co^msiesion an- 

Pege lS .Cerr md ^ede mey, ihcee ^ tripl> but no one yearned for 

its staff to stay out. of Delates ^ _ he tired should never have fooled the 

this as !«uch as ** ^ devices he u sea noul^ of tUW8t . i We 

members, though I do believe it did. He didnotcecr 

Is already in ECS3SSS as jneh ss ; thin^ ne.esae . 

Examination of his '«*£& % ^S c^Tf 

the absence of any N.J ^^t^eve^s sugfestion of it. Bo Odio story, for example, 
conspiracy is included, not even e sugse.tio 
.t+i^wh it was known, and hsd been teste a oy 
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If you ask® your own examination of this list ana the testimony to be 
edueed, I think it will be clear to you that hankin visualized and planned a 
bob-tailed investigation, a perfunctory justification of what he had already 
decided would be secluded, I do have a few comments on hia list of witnesses and 
what they would ssu, for it all bears on t he propagandizing of the members of 
the Commission, to the end that they might hold down whet he was concocting* 

’ age 19-? he four agents are sot "the best eyewitnesses from the ‘motor- 
cade" end they did not observe any of "the basic facts of the a sseaei nation*. 

**411 threw the single curve, his observation of the rear non- fetal wound, but 
that ie not envisaged in this testimony. Thee© era the drama people, the pro- 
tectors of the three celebrities, the President, the Governor and the First Ledy. 

"Statements of key people"? Bubbieh. Indoctrination. 

"Immediate reaction of the principals"? Greer and JT* Herman were with 
their backs toward them, never turned until after thelsst shot was fired, aid 
thne only Kellerman and only for a tiny fraction of time. The could not end did 
not "witness the immediate reactions of President Kennedy and Governor Connolly", 
niii was a->t the first from the fodlow-up ear to "notice President Kennedy’s 
reaction to the shot©”. Roberts testified he sew tee rear non- fatal strike. loung- 
blood was there for another purpose* his testimony was safe, ha was credited wikh 
heroism, end ho was LBJ’a chief of security. 

The prose sentaticn of the next fouro witnesses, Rowland, huiie , 

‘‘orrell and Jackson is false and deceptive. 1 am not clear on the erect detail* 
of tnelr precise testimony on seeing a rifle "in sn upper floor of the* building. 

But Rowladd said he saw one in the rt#t window much narlier end at the right time 
at the opposite end of the building end Suins never saw e rifle, he sew a "pipe* 
thing. Brennan, the one who was specific, is not in this group, for a reason I 
will come to* 

Before carrying this forward, Benicia hoa a shift, to Handle and Frasier, 
for the purpose, I m certain, of building more fbrtifi cation begun with the 
misrepresented quartet above. This iadeetrinationnof the mombers is careful to 
omit any reference test the basic disagreement of both witnesses with the official 
version, to the fact that their testimony, if believed, destroys the entire case, 
it was known. Omitting it is consistent with kidding the Members along, propa- 
gandizing turn. 

.'age 21— “Every effort must bos made to clcrl^y the number rod nature 
of the wounds suffered by President Kennedy*, hot only was this not done, but note 
its careful separation from the wounds of Connelly, from which it cannot be divorced. 
When Renkin seya that be fore they are presented to the members these doctors will 
be deposed in Bellas, hs is telling the shrewder onces their testimony will be 
carefully ordered before any member or the Commission is stuef with it. But in 
this part hs again omits any reference tc Connelly, Scheduling Brennan, German, 
kill! am* and Norman for April 0, after the foregoing, when Brennan was, sa ?ord 
put it, their "star witness", was because he dared not present Brennan either alone 
or witkleut laying a foundation for his totally incredible testimony. Such is the 
character of the "step' witness and his "testimony". Brennan, in even Baskin’s 
organization, belongs with the second set of witnesses, three pages earlier. Rankin 
or whoever drafted t ie for him seems to have had misgivings that this would be 
detected, for this passage concludes with a lie to seem to explain it; "These 
witnesses are delayed until this date in order to permit their interrogation in 
Texas on the actual scene before their appearance before tue /OMsission". It sraa 
not done that wey. They imay have been schooled, prepared. But in any event, if 
it nad to I® done, it could have been done in time for the very first set of hear- 
ings* It wasn’t si.aply because it wasn't wanted that way. 

I*a skipping much that -should be obvious, Tag* 23, the last nine 
witnesses are described as able to "supplyinformatlon regarding the killing of 
i,e© hsrvey Oswald by Jack ^uby" . 31th the possible exception of Vaughn and Daniels, 
who still could not do this, it is completely false of the others, "age 24, Cliff 
Carter to be s witness. They didn’t dare, and he wasn’t (as er ?iw). 

Ihe second pert lists then# to be questioned in Bellas. That sorts were 
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sot need not bs sinister, but it also may not be assumed that it was not without 
purpose. Henrietta loss did not give a medical deposition {ao l*d like to see 
ony inverviewe od her). Page 26. It is hardly a fair reflection of the testimony 
to be taken from Oeitzmsn that he "can supply additional testimony regarding 
the identification of the assassination weapon*. h e was not ne ded for this 
purpose, in eny area*. And if "witnesses C eig and fHarvin 0.) Robicepn have 
testimony regarding the departure from the depository cf a mn in & station 
wagon’’, Robinson wee not called (again, interviews available?) Sor ms %feert 
^cHeil isle) who could have led to the belief Oswald was on the first floor. 

|ar Dr. ‘■'ignore, ’who can supply testimony regarding the wounds suffered by 
ipplt", and there is no such testimony. Or, as I believe I said in SW, the record 
here is so barren it lacks even the certification of Ti -..pit's death. 

< age <-?. All ths projects Hew Orleans testimony is the iest sentence, sprisd to 
the Murratta, "Thia couple had more contact with Oswald ana his wife then any 
other person in hew Orleans*’. 

b»orry about the haste. Perhaps i should have expanded some. 

Sincerely, 


xisrold eisfcerg 

v*G 


Bud only 


